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FOREWORD

This report documents an analysis of transportation costs for vendor source
shipments. fhis analysis examined the charges to move supplies throughout
the Continental United States using surface freight modes of transportatior.
Data were obtained fcom the Freight Information Systems for FY 84, and the
Military Traffic Management Ccrunand's Mileage Data File.

Compari3ons were made of the actual first iestination transportation costs
and the transportation costs that might be realized using carrier rates
associated with the Guaranteed Traffic Program. These comparisons determined
the primary savings achieved by DLA using this program, the average savings
basbd upon jiternate carrier rates, and the savings using this program for
varizous shipment weight categories.

"This analysis identifies to DLA's Supply Operations Directorate, the potertial
primary dollax savings made possible by the Guaranteed Traffic Program. This
analysia also determines regional cost trends and possible rate modifications
for future carrier solicitations for the Guaranteed Traffic Program.

ROG C'ROY
Ac, L' /ssistant Director,

Po iy and Plans
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Transportation Division of the Directorate of Supply Operations (DLA-
OT), Defense Logistics Agency, requested a study be conducted by the
Operations Research and Economic Analysis Office (DLA-LO) to compare
government transportation costs for procurement of supplies under
historical cost structures (actual first destination transportation costs)
to carrier costs associated with the Guaranteed Traffic Program (GTP)
agreements.

A. Background. The procurement of commodities of volume shipment
quantities are solicited on alternate free on board carrier equipment
(FOB) origin!destination basis. FOB origin evaluations include government
transportation costs in effect as of bid opening date. Award is made on
whichever produces the lower laid-down cost to the Government. Often,
transportation costs used, in the evaluation of FOB origin bids/offers
expire prior to the shipment date and, therefore, usually higher Government
transportation costs are assessed. In some instances, the highertransportation cost would displace other lower offers.

B. Purpose To determine if the Guaranteed Traffic Program could
maintain a constant level of FOB origin Government transportation cost
throughout the total procurement cycle at no appre 'able increase of cost.
GTP transportation costs should not exceed the standard commercial rates
and charges used by the bidders in determining their FOB destination bid.

C. Objectives. The objective of this study was to analyze the
transportation cost benefits and liabilities of the GTP as applied to first
destination ven~dor shipments. A comparison of the actual cost of shipments
to the contract rates used in GTP will show the primary dollar savings made
possible by GTP. This comparison will assist management in determining
regional cost trends and possible rate structure modifications for the GTP
carrier solicitations.

D. Scope And Project Limitations. The study examined only vende..
shipments transported within the continental United States (CONUS) by
closed van or trailer-on-flat-car. Data used to calculate the shipment's
first destination charges were taken from the Freight Information
Systems Contractor Shipments File (DFINs) for FY 1984. The DFINs file
consists of vendor shipment data extracted from the Freight Information
System. To compute the GTP costs, data were merged with a mileage data
file, furnished by the Military Traffic Management Command (MTMC). When
aggregating data files, many shipment cases are usually omitted from the
resulting data file due to unmatched fields in the record. Fortunately.
99% of the original data from the DFINs file were retained by applying a
method of computing the total number of miles for which a shipment was
hauled. Shipment cases were not considered when the shipment's exact
origin or destination was not known.



The analysis of first destination guaranteed traffic costs for closed van
and trail er-on-flat-car shipments was performed in three phases. The first
phase of the analysis ocmpared the actual first destination transportation
charges with the transportation costs associated with GTP. The second
phase examined the "what if" question concerning primary GTP costs and
alternate GTP rates. In other words, if the primary GTP rates are not
available, would applying an alternate GTP rate result in transportation
charges that would exceed other Government rate tenders. Generally,
Government rate tenders are less than standard commercial rates.

The primary GTP rate is considered the most desirable/econcmical rate to
use, the first alternate rate being the second nost desirable, etc. Third
alternate rates w-re not available for all shipment cases; therefore, only
primary, first alternate, and second alternate rates were used In this
analysis.

The final phase involved a breakdown of vendor shipments by weight
categories, examining those shipments within specific weight boundaries.

A. First Phase: Actual Charges vs. GTP Primary Carrier Costs

Selection of vendor shipment cases used in tb-is study was based upon the
shipment's origin, destinetion, tonnage, and mode of transportation. The
transportation modes are contained in the following sets of transportation
movement category codes:

Closed Van = [AA,AG,AR,AV,AXJ
"Trailer-on-Flat-Car = [KW].

The ahipment had to have a total weight of 10,000 lba. or more. Shipment
tonnageo above 20,000 lbs. designate the Truckload weight category. There
was no ceiling placed on shipment weights for the firbt two phases of the
study. Later the effects of the GTP rates applied to shipments of 50,OOG
lbs. or less will be discussed. The shipments' origins were determined by
the Defense Contract Administration Office preparing gorerrment bills of
lading and identified by the Government Bill of Lad•ng Location Code
(GBLOC) for each shipment case. An 'SK', found in the last two positions
of the GBLOC, indicates a vendor shipment. The first two positions of the
GBLOC identify the geographical location of the supply source. Shipment
origins were divided into nine CONUS regions. Table 1 lists the nine
regions established as shipment origins and the GBLOCs represented by these
origins.
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TABLE •

Shinment Oriains andTheir CorresDondin2 GBLOCs

Region Origins GBLOCs

1 Los Angeles JESK, LKSK, LLSK, LHSK,

LGSK, LESK, LJSK

2 St. Louis GASK, GISK, KASK, KISK,
GTSK, GVSK, GUSK

3 Dallas KDSK, HASK, HDSK, HOSK,
HBSK

4 Chicago GKSK, GMSK, GOSK, GESK

5 Atlanta FGSK, WGSK, CFSK, CLSK

6 Cleveland EASK, EBSK, EISK, ESK,
EKSK, FJSK

7 New York DDSK, DCSK, DBSK, AOSK

8 Philadelphia DPSK, DMSK, DOSK, DNSK,
BASK

9 Boston DHSK, AHSK, AGSK, AMSK,
DGSK, ANSK, DESK

Abbreviated state/city codes are characteristics of the DFINS data file.
For example:

Alameda, California is represented by "CAALAMED",
Mechanicsburg, Pennsylvania is represented by "PAMECHAN",
New Orleans, Louisiana is represented by "LANERORL".

The vendor shipments' destinations were established from the following set
of abbreviated state/city codes found in the DFINs data file:

[CAALAMED, PAMECHAN, PANEWCUM, OHCOLUMB, VARICHMO, VABELLBL,
TNMEMPHI, UTOGDEN, CATRACY, CALYOTH, VANORFOL, VANORFLO,
CAOAKLAN, SCCHARLE, MDBALTIM, NJELIZAB, NJPTELIZ, NJBAYONN,
L ANEWORL, CALONBEA, CASANDIE, WASEATTL, U.HILL].

These 23 destination depots and port areas were divided into the 12 depot
labels listed in Table 2.
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TABLE 2

Destination Depot Labels and Corresponding State/City Codes

Depot Labels State/City Codes

CALONBEA CALONBEA, CASANDIE
CAOAKLAN CAALAMED, CAOAKLAN
CATRACY CALYOTH, CATRACY
LANEWORL LANEWORL
NJELIZAB NJBAYONN, NJELIZAB,

NJPTELIZ
OHCOLUMB OHCOLUMB
PAMECHAN MDBALTIM. PAMMECHAN,

PANEWCUM
SCCHARLE SCCHARLE
TNMEMPHI TNMEMPHI
UTOGDEN UTHILL, UTOGDEN
VARICHMO VABELLBL, VANORFLO,

VANORFOL. VARICHMO
WASEATTL WASEATTL

Upon selection of each shipment case, the distance in miles between the
origin and destination was appended in order to compute the GTP costs. The
Standard Point Location Codes (SPLC) for the origins and the destinations
of the shipment cases were c'mpared to pairs of SPLCs given in the mileage
data file. Approximately 82% of the DFINs' shipment cases contained SPLC
pairs which could be match.ed ei-actly to the mileage file. Matches were
arranged in nearly every case of the remaining shipments as follows.

The SPLC is designed to pro-yi'e each pcint originating freight and each
point receiving freight with a unique code number which will identify the
point with ita geographical location. The format of the SPLC is: State-
County-City, using two digits to identify each. To establish the mileage-
for the remaining 18% of the shipment cases, partial matches of the
SPLCs were made.

When partial matches were possible. the following logic was employed in
order to obtain a mileage figure.

1. If distances were known to be available for at least two
SPLCs within the same state (sequenced both before and after the SPLC in

question) an average of the two mileages was recorded to be che "correct"
distance for that shipment.

2. If the distance was known to be available for only one
'neighboring' SPLC for the same state (i.e., mileage in question involved a

highest or lowest xnown SPLC for a particular state) that distance was
recorded as the "coriect" mileage for that shipment..
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3. Otherwise, no mileage figure could be obtained for the
shipment case and the shipment was not included in the analysis.

in almost 7% of the cases used in this procedure, one SPLC
matched exactly and the first four digits of the other matched the second
SPLC. In 11% of the cases, one SPLC matched exactly and the first two
digits of the other matched the secor' SPLC. In 67 out of 9,286 cases (or
0.72%), no such matches were possible, these cases were omitted from our
analysis.

Once mileages were obtained, shipping charges were computed for each
shipment case. The actual cost of each shipment was extracted from the
DFINs file. The GTP costs were calculated by multiplying the distance the
shipment was hauled by the appropriate GTP carrier charge per mile. GTP
rates are based on a combination of mileages and shipment weights. If the

9 charge for transporting a shipment to a greater distance is lower than the
charge for shipping to the actual distance, the lower charge is assessed to
the shipment. These possible changes in the carrier charges may affect the
simple "Mileage times Charge-per-Mile equals Cost" formula.

A table, included in Appendix A, was created showing the nine shipment
origin areas and the 12 depot labels used for shipment destinations. The
shipment cases were compared on a bottom line basis (actual chaý7ges vs.
computed GTP costs). The table lists actual shipping costs in FY 84 from
one origin to each of the 12 depot areas, the costs to haul the same
shipments had GTP been employed, and the primary savings or negative
a avings. by using GTP. The primary savings is the difference between the
actual cost and the GTP cost. In the instances where a destination depot
is omitted from the lists of depots, it is assumed that no shipments were
sent to that depot by trailer-on-flat-car or closed van.

B. Second Phase: Actual Costs vs. GTP Primary and Alternate Rates

lhe methodology used to aggregate data for the first phase, including how
mileages were obtained and GTP costs wera aomputed, was also used for the
second phase. However, the second phase of this analysis included a
comparison of actual costs, GTP rates, and first and second GTP alternate
rates for shipping. The actual costs were characteristics of the DFINs
file; all other rates were supplied by MTMC.

GTP costs were calculated in the same method as in the first phase for each
of the three rates (primary, first alternate, and second alternate). The
primary savings were established between the actual costs and the primary
GTP costs. Since there is no ratio of freight tonnage which would move
under primary GTP rates and alternate GTP rates, an average GTP cost was
determined by dividing the sum of the primary GTP rate and the alternate
rates by three. The average GTP cost was then subtracted from the actual
cost to determine the average savings encountered by ueung GTP.
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C. Third Phase: Analysis of S.ecific Weight Categories

Upon review of the results -of the second phase, a re-evaluation of carrier
cost factors based on cubic and weight capacity of each vehicle was
initiated. The first, two phases of this analysis did not consider the
number of vehicles needed to transport a S*.ipment weighing over 50,000 lbs.
If the maximum loading capacity of a trailer is 50,000 lbs., it would
require more than one trailer to naul a shipment of 80,000 lbs. This would
greatly affect the transportation costs applied to the shipment. A third
cost analysis was needed to isolate all shipments which would require one
vehicle, and to compare the actual rates and GTP rates for those shipments.

Cost data were produced on the basis of the physical loading capacity of a
trailer. Shipments exceeding truckload capacity (over 50,000 lbs. or 1,800
cu. ft.) were eliminated from the analysis since more than one truck would
be required for tonnages above 50,000 lbs. in such instances, less-than-
truckload rates may apply to the excess weight but were not considered for
the purpose of this study.

Using the three GTP rates from the second phase of this analysis, shipment
costs were computed for vendor shipments weighing between 20,000 lbs. and
50,000 lbs. The costs of these shipments were compared to the actual costs
of shipments to determine the primary and average savings. The assumption
is made that the same truckload rates will be applied to each vehicle used
for shipments weighing over 50,000 lbs. The results of this comparison
were tabulated in the same format as in the second phase.

An analysis of less-than-truckload capacity shipments was then performed to

show the affects of GTP rates on shipments of minimum capacity. Shipment
cases were selected on the same basis as in the first phase, except
shipment tonnages did not exceed 20,000 lbs. Rates on less-than-truckload
tonnages are designated for truckload capacity shipments.

III. FINDINGS

A. Bottom Line Comparisoln f Costs

A total of 8,710 vendor shipments hauled by trailers-on-flat-car or closed
vans in FY 84 were examined in the first phase of this study. The total
GTP cost for these shipments would have been $7,133,404.80. When the
charges for these shipments were compared on a bottom line basis, the
actual charges were $2,592,562.70 greater than the charges calculated for
the GTP. This states that the Guaranteed Traffic Program would have been
27% more economical to use than the actual carrier cost of $9,725,967.50.
The results of the first phase of this analysis are found in Appendix A.
The results did not take into consideration truck loading capacity (weight
or cube).

Figure 1 plots the actual costs of shipping from each region versus the
costs using GTP. Note that Dallas is the only region where the actual cost
was less than the GTP cost.
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B. Comparison of Average Savings to Primary Savings

The results of the second phase, comparison of actual costs and average GTP
costs, show an average savings of $2,188,545.00 in FY 84 using GTP. This
suggests that the average GTP transportation rate - be it primary carrier,
first alternate carrier, or second alternate carrier - would reduce
transportation costs for vendor shipments. Average GTP cost savings were
cited for all regions except the Dallas area. As in the first phase, the
transportation costs tabulated in this comparison did not take into account
the number of trucks reqnired to haul shipments over 50,000 lbs.
Therefore, the bottom line and average savings deterzined in these two
phases may not represer- the Lb,-inablt, do] lar :avings to the Government
vsing GTP.

C. Gosts for Truckload/PTL Weight Categoriýe

1. Shipments Weighing 20,000 lbs., Not More Than 50,000 lbs.

The final phase of this study examined vendor shipments in specific Weignt
categories. Freight z•eighing more than 20.000 lbs., but less thail 50,000
ibs. was analyzed to determine the bottom line savings and the averagt.
savings for the Truckload weight category. When the actual transportat~ot,
costs were compared to the primary GTP costs, it waa determined that as
much as $963,358.10 could be saved in one year by using GTP rates on trailer-
on-flat-car or closed van shipments. This represents a 17% decrease in
Government costs for transporting commodities in shipments of this weight
category. Using GTP primery. first or second alternate rates, savings of
$765,789.40 was noted. In both cases, these savings were for the 5,784
shipment cases in.cluded in this weight category. The comparison of prihtary
costs for truckload capacity shipments is illustrated in Figure 2. Charges
for shipments from the Dallas area are not as close as they appear on the
graph. Table 3 lists the exact dollar costs of the truckload capacity
vendor shipments and the percentage difference between the actual cost and
the primary GTP cost. Note from this table the actual difference in charges
for Dallas area shipments was $4,766.90, favoring the actual transportation
charges. The results of the comparison of primary savings versus average
GTP savings for this weight category are found in Appendix B.
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TABLE I

Shipments Betweer 20.000 Lbs. and 50.000 Lbs.

Primary
Origin Region QTP Carges Actual Charges Difference Difference

Atlanta $ 388,107.14 $ 453,932J15 $ 65,825.01 15%
Boston $ 289,891.09 $ 417,204.21 $127,313.12 31%
Chicago $ 890,887.90 $1,100,563.00 $209,675.10 19%
Cleveland $1,196,901.10 $1,510,240.70 $313,339.60 21%
Dallas $ 631,850.35 $ 627,083.45 $ -4,766.90 .8%
Los Angeles $ 347,8441.98 $ 454,399.48 $106,557.50 24%
New York $ 121,477.98 $ 142,840.53 $ 21,362.55 15%
Philadelphia $ 271,098.55 $ 352,356.59 $ 81,258.04 23%
St. Louis $ 637,847.86 $ 680,641.94 $ 42,794.08 6%

TOTAL $4,775,903.95 $5,739,262.10 $963,358.10 17%

A more indepth examination wan made on those vendor shipment traffic
patterns where higher transportation charges were incurred using GTP. The
analysis was made to determine the exact geographical location of the
negative savings arcs. (A negative savings arc is the traffic pattern fram
the shipment's point of origin to its destination where excessive costs are
incurred using GTP. These costs result in negative savings, or greater
cost, to the Government.)

Negative savings occurred in several depot areas for shipments within the
20,000 lbs. through 50,000 lbs. weight category. There were 17 negative
savings arcs noted throughout the shipment cases; the largest percentage of
the negative savings arcs (41% or 7 shipment arcs) originated in the Dallas

A area. A sumary of the negative savings incurred for vendor shipments
oriainating in the Dallas area is included in Appendix C. This appendixmay be useful as the discussion of negative savings incurred in the

traasportation charges eontinuee.

The detailed listings of negat.Li snvings arcs give the exact origin point
and destination depot for each shipmert case, as opposed to the origin
regions and depot labels given in the c..aparisons. Tho listings also give
the GBL number, carrier, weight, costs (both actual and GT?), miles
intransit, and mode of transportation used. Zhe "'DIFFERENCE" coluin
represents the difference in cost between the act'?al cbarges and the
primary GTP charges.

Fxamining the savings arcs for Dallas shipments, thre-_- traffic patterns
noted extremely hih negative savings using GTP rates and recurring
traffic. Appendix C includes the negative savings calculated for- shipments
hauled from Phoenix, AR to New Cumberland, PA. A total of $7.272.26 could
have been lost by using the GTP rates on the 25 shipments traveling that

10



arc. The average rate-per-mile for the actual costs of these shipments was
$.75. One carrier, Roadway (RDWY), even charged as low as $.39 per mile
for two shipments. This iE very low compared to GTP's rate of $.92 per mile
negotiated with the primary carrier, Schneider National Transcontinental.
The two alternate GTP narriers, United Cargo Express and Double "IM"
Transport, negotiated transportation rates of $.98 per mile and $,97 per
mile, respectively.

Note in Appendix C (page C-3), 14 other shipments with identical origin,
destination, carrier, end approximately the same weight were charged twice
as much as the $.3Q-per-mile shipments. This is a billing er.-or on the
part of the ccrrier. The a-tual charges should have been greater than $.39
per mile.

The greatest negative navings encountered by the Dallas area shipments
involved trL;,hr shipped f':om Keanoke, TX. A total of $16,304.70 would
have been los- by using GTP rates on the 181 shipments destined to New
Cumberland, PA. T•e average rate for the actual transportation charges was
$.86 por mile. Appendix C lists the savings for these shipments. Many of
the shipments from Roanoke, TX were high volume shipments (denoted by a "V"
in the founth position of the £canding Route Order Nimber) which required
special rate negotitwions with the carriers. The special rates applied to
these shipments were the cause of the negative savings.

Vendor shipments orijinating in Waco, TX showed a large negative savings
value, $3,348.48. As in the two previous cases, these chipments were
destined for New Cumberland, PA. ?hese shipxuents were all transported by
Consolidated Freightway carrier service with an average rate of $.71 per
mile. Appendix C inclades the results of the detailed negative savings
analysis for these shipments.

2. Shipments Less Than 20,000 lbs.

A breakdown of vendor shipments weighing less than 20.000 lbs. was examined
to note the affects of GTP rates on LTL freight. The bottom line savings
for LTL shipments totalled $499,447.00. T"he total primary GTP cost would
have been $1,826,335.20, and the total actual cost equalled $2,325,782.20.
The primary GTP charge was 21% less than the actual transportation charge.
The comparison of costs for LTL shipments for each origin region is
illustrated in Figure 3. The greatest bottom line savings wae achieved in
vendor shipments from the Chicago area ($156,527.10) and the St. Louis area
($109,926.00).

A• There was a total of 22 destination depots with negative savings using GTP
rates. As in previous research of negative savings, the Dallas area noted
the greatest excess in GTP charges, a total of $25,114.45. This represents
72% of the total negative dollar savings for LTL shipments. The average
rate-per-mile for the actual charges was $.87. The GTP primary rate-per-
mile was the same as the truckload shipment rate, $.92.

&1



IL

00

-INa

12:



IV. CONCLUSIONS AND RgCOMMENDATIONS

A. Conclusions

Based on the results of this study, the Guaranteed Traffic Program would
reduce transportation costs when applied to trailer-on-flat-car and closed
van shipments. It was determined that on a bottom line basis (primary GTP
rates vs., actual rates), as much as $1.5 million could have be-in saved on
transportation costs if primary GTP rates were used for vendor shipments
instead of the actual rates. (The $1.5 million savings includes the bottom
line savings obtained for shipments under 20.000 lbs. ($499 t:housand), plus
the bottom line savings obtained for shipments weighing 20.030 lbs. to
50,000 lbs. ($963 thousand), and any negative savings obtained in either
analysis.) Without .he negative savings values, a savings of $1.6 million
could have been achieved. The average savings (average of three GTP
carrier rates vs. actual rates), totalled over $1.1 million.

Shipments weighing under 20.000 lbs. (LTL shipments) would produce an
average savings of over $320 thousand each year if any of the three GTP
rates were applied as opposed to the actual rates used in FY 84. The
primary savings for these shipments totalled over $499 thousand. A large
percentage of depots receiving shipments in this weight category noted an
excess in cost using GTP. This is because in GTP these shipments, regardless of
their actual tonnages, are designated for capacity (truckload) shipment
rates. Although most shipments do not occupy the full visible capacity of
the vehicle, additional carrier freight could be loaded. Thus. a potential
reduction of less-than-truckload rates could be achieved for shipments in
the 10,000 to 19,999 lb. category.

The study of trailers-on-flat-car and closed van shipments reveals an
average savings of over $765 thousand using GTP rates on shipments weighing
between 20.000 lbs. and 50,000 lbs. The primary savings for these
shipments exceeded $963 thousand per year.

The greatest number of negative savings arcs occurred among shipments
originating from the Dallas area. The average savings for shipments
originating in this area showed an excess cost of over $32 thousand using
GTP. Dallas was the only origin region which reported excessive costs
using GTP The total excess cost using GTP for all shipments analyzed was
over $65 thousand. This is small when compared to the overall savings of
$1.1 million.

B. Recommendation. Pursue the Guaranteed Traffic Program for all
surface freight modes of transportation applying to vendor source
shipments. Since savings were significant for shipments under 50.000 lbs..
the GTP would also be beneficial for multiple vehicle shipments weighing
over 50.000 lbs.

13



APPENDIX A

RESULTS OF COMPARISON OF ACTU3AL SHIPMENT CHARGES
AND PRIMARY GTP CHARGES

Listed in this Appendix are the cost comparisons of the primary GTP cost
and the acttal transportation charges. Shipmente used in this comparison
do not take into consideration the number of trailers used or the physical
loading capacity of the trailer.
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MULTIPLE TRUCKLOAD SHIPMENTS

REGI ON DEPOT ACTUAL GTP DIFF

COST COST

ATLANTA CALONBEN 38052.84 19901.76 18151.08

CAOAKLAN 243705o28 180276.51 63428.77

CATRACY 115520,05 105763.50 9756.55

LANEWORL 7803.78 5602.85 2200.93

NJELIZAB 12291.69 5845.30 6446.39

OICOLUMB 1101.45 828.40 273.05

PAMECHAN 271374.08 213760.91 576l3.17

SCCHARLE 31321.84 16527.t§ 14?94.28

TNMEMPHI 60794.28 38782.63 22011.65

UTOGDEN 25661.20 2t4892.90 3768.30

VARICHMO 118296.03 102212.*10 16063.93

SU4 925922.52 7114x A442 214508.1

BOSTON CALONBEA 55857,00 35740.48 20116.52

CAOAKL A': 63486.34 5W,64,.00 11802.34

CATRACY 40678.20 352'U9.03 5389.12

NJELIZA8 31291.57 22948.25 8343.32

OHCOLUP4R 1002i*43 8394.20 1627.23

PAMECHAN 209264.71 1073',,.50 101874.2

SCCHARLE 29736.80 225.28 71t1.52

TNMEMPHI 60631.10 55201.92 5429.18

UTOGOEN 84158.70 65464.21 18694.49

VARICHMO 60673.61 47604.42 13069.19

WASEATTL 24851.34 15397.56 9453.78

SUM 670650.80 467739.90 202910.9

CHICAGO CALONBEA [03327.60 68550.02 34Ur-'T. 58

CAOAKLA4 178141.35 168357.71 9783.64

CATRACY 123673.80 99514.02 24159.78

LANEWORL 3508.00 3132.56 375.44
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MULTIPLE TRUCKLOAD SHIPMENTS

R EGI ON DEPOT ACTUAL GTP 0[FF
COST COST

NJELIZAB 97884.55 84614.37 13270.18

OHCOLUAB 12509.41 7565.60 4943.81

PAMFCHAN 50194Q.43 344408.52 157540.9

SCCHARLE 25293.37 24036.65 1256.72

TNMEMPHI 163302.70 131325.55 31977. 15

UTOGOEN 136425.91 74821.58 61604.33

"VARICHMO 284788.25 241892.00 42896.25

WAS EATTL 7380.40 5781.02 1599.38

1638184.8 1253999.6 384185.2

CLEVELAND 'AIONBEA 25522.88 25009.00 513.38

CADAKAN 126813.39 100783.68 26029.71

CATRACY 100986.97 q4843.25 6143.72

L AN EWORL 2914.00 2049.05 864.g5

NJELIZAB 38312.26 30606.81 7705.45

ONCOLUMB 15530.73 6926.03 8504.70

PAMECHAN 1126232.4 889005.74 237276.6

SCCHARLE 28886.44 23930.80 49955.64

TNMEMPHI 1214,21.67 88205.41 33216.26

UTOGDEN 183219.52 141679.25 41540.27
A

VARICHMO 84060.00 73771.85 10288.15

___WASEATTL 2687.00 1956.31 730.69

SUM 1856637.2 1478767.2 377870.1

DALLAS CALONBEA 18625.92 21117.00 -2491.08

CAOAKLA64 .7086.61 40606.20 -3519o59

CATRACY 21212.60 22981.76 -1769.16

LANEWORK 1771.•99 10307.60 T•0•.39

NJFLtIZAB 3280,45 2098.00 1182.45

A-3
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MULTIPLE TRUCKLOAD SHIPMENTS

REGION DEPOT ACTUAL GTP GI F
COST COST

OHCOLUMB 3175.84 "2636.78 539.06

PAM ECHAN 413585.81 440839.16 -27253.3

SSCCHARLE 39587.66 38381.48 1206.18

TNMEMPHI 49863.38 44610.05 5253.33

UTOGDEN 5q796.04 68966.70 -9170.66

VARICHM3 77391.19 76096.88 1294.31

WASEATTL 8053,66 10832.87 -2779.21

SUM 749372.15 779474.48 -30102.3

LOS ANGELES CALONBE& 16995.89 3481.40 13514.49

C, A0AKLAN 95864.21 51265.29 34598.92

CATRACY 169655.56 90318.96 79336.60

_L_ _ I'hEWORL 11255.80 9735.95 1519.85I NJELYZAB 4572.64 4046.49 526.15

PAMECHA4 371180.38 275265.05 95915.33

SCCHARLE 20814.70 19988.82 825.88

TNM EMPH[ 130206.16 70509.05 59697.11

UTOGOEN 167449.82 99682.75 67767.07

VARICHFO 169273.40 100667.77 68605.63

WASEATTL 43340.20 9288.12 34052.08

SU11 1190608.8 734249.65 456359.1

NEW YORK CALONBEA 8799.68 5505.62 3294.06

CAOAKLAN 18352.63 10917.36 7435.27

CATRACY 20150.*47 15773.70 4376,77

NJELIZA3 14255.98 1088.60 13t67.38

OHCOLUMB 1634.46 1501.44 133.02

PARECHAt4 51088.12 31398.75 19689.37

SCCHARLE 20120.00 8512.28 11607.72

A-4
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MULTIPLE TRUCKLOAD SHIPMENTS

REGION DEPOT ACTUAL GTP D0FF
COST COST

TNMEMPHI 188374.27 63q41.16 124433.1

UTOGDEN 504430.33 131360.12 373070.2

VARICHM 1t27320.1;7 62099.44 65221,.53

SUM 954526.91 332098.47 622428.4

PHILADELPHI CALONBEA 26065.09 14756.28 1.1308. 81

SCAUAKLAN 109037.16 85029.92 24007.24

CATRACY 103425.60 81567.64 21857.96

NJELIZAB 3674.20 1281. 1 23q3.09

OHCOLUMB 11699.16 10962.64 736.52

PAMECHAN 165190.75 57800.55 107390.2

SCCHARLE 5165.55 4641.96 523.59

TNMEMPHI 75579,04 54902,31 20676.73

* UTOGDEN 85953.99 52634.51 33319.48

VARICHMO 80125.55 88352.85 -8227.30

WASEATTL 4492.32 3701.24 791.08

SUM 670408.41 455631.01 214777.4

ST. LOUIS CALONBEk 10601.90 12762o24 -21 60.34

CA.AKLAN 41508.94 37449.31 4059.63

CATRACY 73701.16 61128.00 12573. 16

LANEWORL 8005.61 7002.76 1002.85

NJELIZAB 1,2993.30 7471.48 5521.82

SOHCOLUM3 19718.42 11713.10 8005.32

PAMECHAN 535169.31 483518.39 51650.'92

SCCHARLE 1530t.50 14671.51 629.99

TNHEMPHI 39748.75 29439,04 10309.71

UTOGDEN 172514,54 134ZI3.(0 38 M U. 84

VARICH#40 .140392.47 120660.60 19731t. 87
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MULTIPLE TRUCKLOAD SHIPMENTS

REGION DE POT ACTUAL GTP 90 FF
COST COST

SUm 1069655.9 920030.13 149625.8

TOTAL 9725967.5 7133404.8 2592563
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APPENDIX B

COMPARISON OF PRIMARY SAVINGS VS. AVERAGE SAVINGS

The table of the cost comparisons of the average GTP savings and the
primary savings are included in this Appendix. The following table lists
the shipment origin region, destination depot label, actual cost, GTP cost.
first and second alternate GTP charges, primary savings, and the average
GTP savings. The sums of the charges and savings for each origin region
and the total for all origin regions combined are included on the table.
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APPENDIX C

NEGATIVE SAVINGS A.NALYSIS OF VENDOR SHIPMENTS

This Appendix presents a summary of the examination of negative primary
savings for vendor shipments. The compiete listings of negative savings
arcs were forwarded to the sponsor of this study, DLA-OT. The listings give
the exact origin point and destination depot of each shipment, as opposed
to the origin regions and depot labels given in the comparisons. The
listings also show the GBL number, carrier, weight, costs (both actual and
GTP), miles intransit, and mode of transportation used. The "DIFFERENCE"
column represents the diffarence in cost between the actual charges and the
primary GTP charges.
Negative savings for shipments originating in the Dallas area were

encountered using GTP for closed van shipments to the following destination
depots: Lyoth, CA; Oakland, CA; San Diego, CA; New Cumberland, PA; Hill
AFB, UT; Norfolk, VA; and Seattle. WA. Trailer-on-flat-car shipments noted
negative savings in the following destination depots: Oakland, CA; New
Cumberland, PA: and Hill AFB, UT.
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APPENDIX C

Summary of Negative Savings Arcs

ORIGIN REGION: Dallas to -

DEST DEPOT WEIGHT ACTUAL COSTS GTP COSTS DIFFERENCE

Alameda,CA. 48,140 $3,243.30 $2,816.01 $427.29
Lyoth,CA. 413,850 $19,634.24 $21,290.08 ($1,655.84)
Oakland,CA. 614,319 $32,062.47 $35,645.52 - ($3,946.68)
San Diego,CA. 489,740 $18,625.92 $21,117.00 (*2,491.08)
Tracy,CA. 42,100 $1,578.36 $1,691.68 ($113.32)

New Orleans,LA. 524,067 $17,712.99 $10,307.60 $7,405.39

BayonnwNJ. 31,200 $3,280.45 $2,098.00 $1,182.45

Columbu.,OH. 80,000 $3,175.84 $2,636.78 $539.06

MHchanicsburgPA. 982,013 $63,360.89 $57,512.88 $5,848.01
New CumberlandPA. 8,997,096 $323,178.42 $351,448.28 ($33,101.36)

Charleoton,SC. 1,724,025 $39,587.66 $38,381.48 $1,206.18

MemphisTN. 2,407,002 $49,9863.38 $44,610.05 $5,253.33

Hill AFBUT. 423,197 $23,391.20 $27,079.80 ($3,396.75)
OgdenUT. 921,166 $35,344.79 $40,535.00 ($5,190.21)

Bellbluff,VA. 1,061,006 $57,057.94 $54,465.84 $2,592.10
NorfolkVA. 392,613 $17,737.25 $19,301.60 ($1,564.35)
Richmond,VA. 42,064 $2,596.00 $2,329.44 $266.56

8eattleWA. 85,527 $8,053.66 $10,832.87 ($2,779.21)-!
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GTP DETAIL LIST1ING OP NEGATIVE SAVINGS ARCS DA~TE 86050 14.29 PAG(

'irsthi mrSINATION 8LC NO RT. OROER CAPR IER'- WEIGHT - CHARGES -TARIFF AUTIH! GTP COgt1 DIFFERENCE- fE

>>> TOTALS --ý; - - - - 0-- -- ,0---

"!"F%; PA 'IEWCUM S7283587_ SVXX02976- CFAR __ 249480 __ 200lt. 00 DAAE0783C 2,044.24 40.24- 2222
.4CENI PA NFOdtU' S7281371 5VXXoI 039 LEF.4 22 ,684 2,-415. 8$ LEEwO81V-- 2,044.24---- 37IT-.61- 2222
OHOE41 PA NEACUM S'28405? 5VXY06624 iCON 24,000 1,777.60 TC0Nt244 2,044.24 266.64- 2222

ýl P-40ENI- PA 4EWCOJ4 S7214058_ 5VXXI06624__ ROWY 24.000 ___ 1,777.60 ROWY2096 2,044.24 266.641- Z2222
PHr¶ENI 04 NEUCUM S7241077 SVXtRSI35 R OWN� 36,45? 1,7180.80 R2)WY?59V6 - i.044.24'- -- ?61.WP2272
"9HOENIl PA NEwCUM 57784505 5VX X10 2#2 ROWY 21,440 11777.60 RI)WY2096 2,044.24 266.64- 2222

JHOENI PA NEWCUM S72R474q SVXXOR&23_ _ICON 33,800 __1,777.e0 TCON1244, 29044.ý4 266.64- 2222
0HOFNI PA NEwCUM 57284069" SvXi06qaS6 JROW 24wj -,000- 1 .777.60 RO,4Y2096-
'HOENI PA %EWCUM 57244061 5VXX036624 TCON 24,000 1,777.60 Tt091244 2,044.24 266.64- 2222

1 2HOFNI PA NEwCUM S7784060 ISVXX06624 ROWY 249000O 1,777.60 RO3WY2096 2,044.24 _____266.64- 2222
Z PHCE4I PA NEACICJM- S ?1%46t2 ý' 1XXI-I54O-

T
CON ?671 1716 C0'412jiX -- 2-04V. 2V ZrM-7

~7OHOFN'I DA NFEr.UM 572847411 5VXX00623 TCUN 339850 1,777.60 TCONL24% 2:044.24 266.64- 2222
;'HOEIJ I PA NE4CW1 57?294059_.5YYXhfi4A -- TCý Z4 240100 -1,7760_ TSON1244 _ 20~44.24_ 2t.6.64- Z222

1? 0 WEN I PA 4FWCUM4 S7784070 SVXX06986 ROWdV 24,000 1,777.60 P0WY2096 2,044.24 26i-.ý 122i2
% PHr'FNI PA NFWCUM S1284071 SVXX069R& ROWY 24,000 1,777.60 ROWY2096 2,044.2', 266.6',- Z2222~/ HONIPANENUM 578386 VX1907 MCET____ 2,1 2,027.38 MCET8100 2.044.24 16.1a6- 2222

:7 HflFNI PC NFWfui'4 S7 2ii074-5ViXX f 35- ROW-Y 1~ t, 7A0.P~ R r fW f'092?0644 6T 2722
/ 'NOENI PA NEFiCU#W S728iOi3 SV~XXC5264 ROWY 26,40,:, 1,777.60 30nYI2096 2,044.24 266.64- 2222

A n10 'CN I PA NE4CU'4 57281798 SVXX()5264 ROAIY____ 26,400 1,777.60 ROWy2096 2,044.24 266.64- 2222
'I P'40ENI Pk '4EWCUPC 57 24407i- !VXdqW' $Of llY,205 87 190Y?9 2~ W16A. If~z2
%7 PHOENI4 PA NEwCJM4 57213780 SVXX05060 RO.WY 33,360 949.86 ROWY2096 2,044.24 1,094.36- Z2222
ii PHrIENZ PA 'IEWCUR ST294220 5VXX07171 Rowy 331850 1,777.00 R10WY2096 2,044.24 266.64- 2222
%7 PHOFNI PA NFWCUM %172,13779 SVXXOS059 ROAY 26,460 1-77Ti. 60 ROWY209'II -2.044-.2iVr 266- & ! 22
~TPHt*FNt PA NEWCUM 572837711 SVX05059q PONY 28,400 1,177.60 RflWY2O96 2,044.24 266."4- 2222

I P'4OFNI PA%~t 7291777 _ 5V~X05059 ROUT 26,400 t,777.60 RCOY2096 2,424o64. 22

>>) TOTALS >)>>) 699,045 43,833.74 StýM0.00 7,2172.26-

tX RTIA'OK PA NEWdCUM 562!140'25 L)C-Ivx -3 CT8 FT? Y 55753 0r5 F Y r8 i71 ~ .1l
T A 'AtANUK PA NFEUCU S62t4024 lVXX92557 CFWY 409557 1.081.86 CFWY1168 19275.12 193.26- 1386

tvRnANOK PA NEWCUM Sb?t4A3q tVXX60427 CFWY 41,786 1,081.86 CFWY1168 1,275.12 _____193.26- 1386
T( ROANOK .PA -NEWCUM 56§&214838 1VXX66042T-CWf--Y 'h786 1, 240. ST -Cr7Wf1651 - I'T- 17731 Z8UTT
'X POANOK PA NEWCUM 56213919 IVXX92557 CFWY 40,557 1,081.86 CIFWYL166 1,275.12 193.26- 1366-

4 TV ROANUK_PA NEIICUM 56214023 IVXXq25S7 CFWY 40,557 1,081.86 CFWY11tS 19ZTS.12 193.26- X386
T
X ROA40K PA NEWCUM S6214022 IVXX921557 CMY 4 57 It aT- --------eTM'T;277386

T X ROANOK PA1 NEWCUM %6213920 1VXE92S57 CFWY 40,5S7 1,081.86 CFWY11IS 1,275.12 193.26- 1366
T x RIIANOK PA NECUM SL potg7 1Sxv019s2 CFWY 28,267 1,081.86 CFWY1168 19275.12 143. 2&- 1386
TV R OANOK PA NEWCUM S? 394952 IS XVII -952 - NAW - -f --- TT7-, 77 .UT55r-rT U-TU
TV ROANOK PA NEWCU1M 57393662 1SXVOt9S2 CFWY 41,756 1,186.72 CFWY1169 1,275.12 efi."- 1386
IX RoANk%_PA EUCUM S7393277 15XV019 CFWY 41,766 1,083.42 CFWY1168 1,275.12 191.70- 1386
TX ROAPIOK PA 4EWCUA ST394334 ISXV01952 AC176 t,? . O g 0 14T 7 i~ U" 38
TX 9 OANOK PA NEWCU14 57394343 ISXV01952 P4AVC 41,786 1,282.80 NAVCOO798 1,275.12 1.6 1386
TV RIOA14K PA NEWCUM S73q3276i ISXii01152 CFWY 41,786 1039q983 CFWYIIS8 1,275.12 124.71 IB86
,x RIIANOK PA NEWCUM4 57q3f325-lSXV019S2 C FWY 41,7896 ---- -- it 1'51T ~ 7r 386
TV ROANOK PA NEWCUM S7194338 151Vot9532 HAVC 41.786 1,279.80 NAVC0079S 1:275.12 4.66 1386
TI it ANOK PA NFWCUM S7193661 ISXV01952 CFNT 41,786 1,081.86 CFW,'1168 1,275.12 L93.24.- 1386
TX RtOANiOK PANWE-WCU I1T3-ff93li66-TrX9~T5T CtY 4Tr.79r r;OuR. 1% -CFWY fl6T-- 1,, 4 15.17 9 W tl

TPLCSL..SAY1Ncr OL-aLxj.luC& AEXWT11tit EXCE.S.-UE 50.&QOQ LOS ARE. SUSPECT OF MULTIPLE TRUCKLOADS.
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rTP 'I)TAIL LISTING (IF N4EGArtIv SAVINGs ARCS DATE 96050 1429 P1

.PIG!4' S1ESTINAiIIN -'PIL fid' ii. 01008 CARRIEP -- weIG4 cHA(GES' TARfFF 4014 GTP COST DIFFERENCE' MILES

.1 Rr1NOK PA NJF4-C1J1!._.S34 )44 _ ISXV3)195)?._. AVC 41,786 1,279.60 NAVC0079S 1,275.12 4.448 1366
't AANOK PA NEWCU'4 S110441I ISXVOIt9S? N4AVC 41 1 M6 ,2 TX. AO-NA V0579 1, 27S.tl2 t.68 1386

:p ntA~jnKh PA 4F4CUM SIMq669 ISXV0I952 CFWY 41,786 1.120.08 CFWYII68 LF275.12 155.04- 1196
At ý4aOW.P A R4PMCU %- S 1q1A3 &~q I 5XV01 ý2. CFWY .41.74R6 I : ,0685 q.-46 L61I8 1,275.12 193.24- 1386

f OCA'40K PA PIEUCUX S719120.6 ISKXVOIqSZ CFWY 41,766 o,01.86 C7WYtt6i 1,*275.12--- 193(. 211386r!
IT 4 AVOK PA ,8F.CUPI S1193679 ISWV0Lq5Z CFWY 41,746 1,041.86 CFWYII6$ 1,275.12 193.26- 1386

f( OA4NCK_?4 Nfy~JN $4~37 1.VO~ 1.W -ý -16 1 061.8. CFWY1168 1,275.12 193.26- 1386
I( 2A1ANK PA 'dF.CUM S7194370 ISXV0195Z CFwi 41,766 t, 0 81. 06 CFkYL168 9,70i f.i~l8

!,c 8V!A%0 P A N4E.CUM $7393274 ISXV01952 CFWY 41 ,746~ 1,399.83 CFWIY1168 1,275.12 124.71 1384
If ýIANOE PA N~o#CU. _57193770 ISXV-1t952_ CFWIY,__ _ 4t,786 10305.66 U WYII 68 1,275.12 30.54 t346
'C tn*#rAEfK PA IENCCU% SM11672 t5XVOI*52 CFW i 4176 iJt.86 CFWYIIA8 1  7 2 9 . & f 8
17( *JAF43 PA NEIICUR ST193657 LSXV'I19iZ CFWY 41,786 10681.86 CP~dYItb 1,275.12 193.26- 1384
F( nrA14OK PA NEWCU4 ST7394 351 S'y.952 NAYC 41,16 ,279.60d VCOq 1,275.12 4.68 1398

rc nOAP4K PA NEwCUJM S73133261 jSXVJ0SF5 CFWY 41#7 6 1,1081t.86 CF7MY116l 7.
TV ROAPIOK P4AI'EWCUP4 S73WS'4 ISXV319S2 CFWY 41.786 1,081.06 CFWvII6s 1,275.12 193.Z&- 1344
fl q1A%()K PA I4EWCUM . 57393205, LSXYOI!15Z._.. ICVx....... l ,6.6 PY1L...."I,7Yj.
I~ qIt Rn73g PA PIEWCU04 57394137 1sxvOltqsz 0AVC 41,764 1,279.80 NAVC00796 1,275.12 4.68 t366
II f 43AMOOK PA 14EWCUM S71q3289 5SXV01952 CFWY 41,764 1,04t.64 CFwyII68 19275.12 193.24- 1384
If 4 MANORC P4 *I!SCUI 57193674.jSXV014-I2,_CW CM .... 41,8 _1,081.86 CFWVt169 1,275.12 193.24- 1104

R0*404 PA PiEfWCUM! $719143 6 15XV01952 c~W 4174#.8~r~~kr 12r1 ,~4-.rI
If 411*404 PA NEWCUM S?"365h~8 ISEVotqgt CFIEY 41,766 1,061.86 CFWY1164 1,275.12 193.24- 1384
19 814 04I PA IIENCLIJM_3 -7.149-111 ISXV01995--.NAVC--- 4 ',17866 _ 1,279.80 4AVC0079 1,275.12 4."8 1388
vC 11AROK PA NEEwcum S7314,449 I SXVV1195 2 NAYC 41,166 1 274.4d4 v 01125l 1e

78 ~ ~ 0 *'A0 AIECP 7TM289 151VD19q2 CFIV 41,76 t0l86CII6 1,275.12 193.24- 1168f
ISROAPEIM PA NEWCUPI S1394315. -11VO1952 NAVC__- 41,766 1,279.80 '4AVC00790 1@279.12 4.6" 131m

I's p1IAR4K PA NEooCUX 57393272 I SKvOL9~C4 liffi~i CeiiCFY16 T454I U 06Z~
11 g8]*k0G PA NEWCU0M S139367PS 15AV01952 CF$iY 415v786 1,06t.86 CFVYIIIo 1,275.:12 191.26- 1391

15 80*40 PA NEWCU'4 5 7 93701$V15 CMI ___ 118 1?0126 CFWIY1168 1,275.12 191.26- 1161
TV R0*4O4 P4 P4FVCUMfO 17393064 158V0195i CMIV I~46 1, o I1. Pv r14 1,75;rw It W-r $1
f7' U'1h4040 04 aIUCUMO $713`3278 tSXV01'952 CFWV 41,766 1,399.53 CFWYI169 3,27.12 124. 71 138.
rIi q4max0 PA PIW11cum ST193678.,15RVOI951 CFWY 41,786 1,081.66 CPWYIISI 1,275.12 t9___ 13. 24- 1368
IitrA-c W184P PoEWCUM s71944944 1X~9 1~~**EI4Vd~ ~ s
f tRW OO O644PA PIEWCUP S1194391 158Y01952 7IAVC 410786 1,279.80 NAV6OO795 1,275.12 4.6 13lis
1W( qt6A40g~A.... qj1Uj S?3'194q4 IjXVoI4SZPAVC _____4t,766 1,216.801 'IACOO19 1,275.12 1."8 Iles

)1 67144K04 4 PEFWCUW 34$4 xo4I~A' 4t1i I ?3 ACO1f 125
ft 40*404D PA N4'VCU S71114354 ISXYO1492 NlAVE 43,786 1,773.19 PIAVCOO748 1,27.12 490.07 134

i' 0Al 0 Uwc~j_ 9Ji591Zi SVOlY ~ ow 4 766, -1,99.63 CFWYI168 10275.1* 124.71 130
(V ROA140OU PA OEWCUP 9734 71 Vvo, Pi- 1111 76aT; 91. 47 FOIO g IT".7 Iai. ,,-

It N0*1804 PA SIIICUR $7193291 I15401952 CMIV 431114 1,061.66 CFNYIS40 1,275.32 19s. m4 535
ItW 60AMMIAfUM!E V 1...79 12 7L 5l~15.. V 41,764 1,0063.42 CF1811168 1,7.29.U 13
I' 14 80*4 04 PA 'WCUP Sf59494H lx"t $191 -~wyI , 1574 7 TN~~ O I~7.1 ifW all
11 64Q404 PA NIIVCUJM S7)93677 151V01952 CMIV 41,*7"6 10@61086 CPVYII68 1,275.12 139026- Ill

It I ~q ~ CFIV 4107ft 1,6.6 CU-lU 1251 199.24- 138
1`1 R80IV0 PA MIWCUP 5719326* IsxvoI 95* Ow -iV GlW5 ic6-Tz CRwIP16 1927g.-r r- - IE.-WT3
19 0 O4PO0K PA POEECUON 57394353 ISXV01951 PEAVC 41,766 5,27.80 NAVCOO?98 1,275.1* 1.641 1ll6
It 8040404 PA FEECIJN S7393240 55EY0195* _CPVy 410766 5,061.66 CPMVI168 1,275.12 1911.26- 136

lv~ON unkVA1JI1'1804 S?8 U. c r6i a r.0our;s6tvcwyH6q a i211- Iav 1931. Na

fir 40"0904 PA EWCU00 S7191261 I s1Voi952 CMIV 41004, 1,106.72 CpwV1I48 10279. 12 $0.40- 136
TV 804180 PA NEWCUN $7"39328 tsivo1qqt CMIV 41,786 10566072 C7WV1160 10271.12 884-138
fi N f A~~er Y54 1VC 41 -P ? r-i 92,79-., ,IA vcoo TV 10475. * 12

* GIP C105T SAYIWIIS 04.oiil TRLIC1. uEIGsfS. £MEACE4I W-50400 LOS AP9 SUSPECT Of. MULTIPLE TAUCKLO4OS.
c-4



GTP DET'AItL ISTING OF NEGATIVE SAVINGS A RCS DAfE 86050 1429 PA~

;'IGtN DESTINATION 681 NO RT. bORDR CARRIER WE IGHT CHARGES TARIFF AUTH GTP COST- OIFERENCCe M41tES

TX Q OANCK_ PA_NEWCUM S 739433t- -ISXVOI 952 _N AVC 41,786-- 1,279.80_ NAVC00796__ 1,275.12 __ 4.68 1386
tX iCAK PA NEWCUM S73q3684 15XVO1952 CFiY 41,786 2,444.08 CFooYI16R 1,275.1? S,6. -6 i 138 t.
Tx 2flAmox PA NEWCUM $7394340 ISXV01OS? NAVC 41,786 1,279.80 NAVCO0795 1,275.12 4.68 1.386

Rt;ANUK PA NEWCUM S73q3?28 1SXVnl1952 CFW4Y 41,786 1,061.86 CFWY1168 __1,275.12 193.26- 1386
2r OfAP"K PA NEWCUMi S? 016q i I SXVrlt q.52 C F % 41,786 10861 .86 CFVYXI68 1,275. 12 10-.26-:-1-86

'X R O&N3K PA NEWCUM S7393668R ISXV01952 CF,4V 41,786 1,083.42 (F ooV116 9 1.275.12 191.70O- 1386
T X QOANOIX PA 4EWCQ.!!M -7 394324L ISK V035.2 -CFH!.... 411,786 2,444.08 CFWY1168 ___ ,27.12 1,168.96 1386
IX R^CANJK PA 4FWCUM S7394350 ISXV31952 NAVC -41.,786 1,773.19- NlVC0Ol)fr f,2?S.[2 _ _ 49@;aT-T386
1( Q 'TANnK PA 4EWCUM S7393h67 tSXV01952 CFWY 41,7n6 1,083.42 CFWY116S 1.9275.12 191.70- 1386
l< Vf)ANIOK P& NFWCUM S7jqA264 t SXV()1952 CFwY _ 10R~6_ t.1303.72 CFWEY1168 1,275.12 28a.60 1386

'0 nrANCK PA 4EWCU'4 S7393?63 ISXV019S2_ CFWY 41,7 86ý 1, 303. t9 CFWYIL68 - ,2?5.hi 26. 571386
TX RO&NOK Pl, NFWCUM 57393283 ISXV01952 CFWY 41,786 1,081.86 CFWYII68 1,275.12 193.26- 1386
T / R ll640KPA N(E4CV?- 57393'65_ ISXV01952 CEWY 41,786 1,186.72 CFWytt68 1,275.12 88.40- 13866
T x ROANT3k PA TXEWtUM S7394342 -1SV15 fiiiT NAVC 41,78 1,2 79 .80- NAVICOO 79r--1.2115- 1f -,.6

5
Uj M

r x ROANM~ PA 4EbICUM S7191269 ISXVOl9sl CEwY 41,78F6 1,083.42 CF WY It68 1,275.12 191.70- 1386
T xc. ANC P A, NEW4CUM. S7394)35 IA5XVjqS952 NAVC_____ 41, 796__ 1,,'79.80_ NAVC00798 _1,275.12 4.68 1386

r x RqANOK PA NEWCUM S7394346 tSXV01952 NAVC 41,786 1,219.706N 'JvC00 74i 1,.275-3.1 4-.C6 6T386
TX( ROANOK PA NEWCUM 57394994 1SXV01952 NAVC 41,786 1,279.80 NAVCOO?9 1,275.12 4.68 1386
T- R nAMNOK _PA NFWCUM- 57393685 ISXVOI1952 CFWY____ 41,786 2,444.08 CFWY1168 1,275.12 1,168.96 1386
TX RoANITPA NEWCUM S3ý9Y6i80-j~ xSV0942- cF 0w - - 7 86----l8. sI.86 _CF iY 168 - 1t215. 1 7_ _ _9T.26=_ I86
TVI ~OANt;K PA NEUCUM 57393663 ISXV019'52 CFlJY 41,786 1,186.72 CFWY116R 1,275.12 88.40- 1386

If O'A4fK PA NEWCUM 57394331 ISXVrII952 CFWY 41,?A6 1,081.86 CFwYII68 1,275.12 193 -.26- __1386
TXT ROANOK PA NEWCUg -5Si3936 6554 SX Výl5 CFWY 2i~6 116l F'16 12!1 I.O U 8

* TX RflANOK PA NEWC'JW 57393664 tSXV01952 CFWY 41,786 1,186.72 CFWY1168 1,275.12 eii.40- t386
TX RaAh~aK PA NrWCUM_ S7"93666 __ 1XV01'"Z _CFWY _ t?8_____l4,76 ,86.72 CFWY1168 1,275.12 86.40- 1386
TX ROANOK PA NEWCU4 S73q4347_ ISXV01952, 4AVtC - 41.788 1268 N VO68 , 75 1 

1  6  7  5

TV %t OANOK PA NEWCUM S7393262 15XV01952 CF'iY 41,786 1,303.72 CFvYl168 1,275.12 28.60 1386
QACX P NEW4CIQN_ $5739434j__tSXY()I 95L NAVC 4 I 7 8  ,29.0NAVCOO798 1,751 4.68 1386

TX ROANOK PA NEWCU04 ST193281 tSXVOI95? CFWY 41,1786 1,081-.8,6 CFWY1166 -1,275.1 4; 38
IX ROAOK PA NEWCUM S73q4348 ISXV01952 4A VC 41,786 1,173.19 NAVC00795 1,275.12 498.0? 1386
TX ROANOKPA NEbICU'4 S7;94133 15XVOI1952 NAVC 41,786 1,279.60 NAVC00798 1,275.12 4.68 1386

'X 10ANOK PA NEWCUM 57394336 ISXV01952 NAVC 41.786 1,276.80 NAVCOOjr95 1,275.12 1.68 13866
;?XRAO P ~CM5394349 IS2VOI2 NAVC 4197R6 1,279.80 NAVCOO798 1,275.12 4.66 1386

TX ROAi~C PA NEWCUM S7394339 SV052 NC 41 , FBT,17#N'007 UT T3
19 ROANOK PA NEUCUM S7394330 1SXV019S2 CFWY 41,786 2,444.08 CFWY1168 19275.12 1,166.96 1,386
TX P OA!MOJY N~~t582 ISXXl'.4 CFWY 40,55? 1,081.86 CFWY1L68 1,275.12 1.93.26- 1386

* TX ROAN(Y( PA NEWCU14 11556522 tSXXOt952 CFWY 40,557 t_.6 f81.86--U-iff 16 6 7fr n.2 193.11
TX ROANOK PA NEWCU14 T1558401 LSXX01952 ILFwv 419786 1,081.86 CFWY1168 1,2753.12 193.26- 1386
IX R OA&18gAM_4FýWjU.T1558533 15XX0t952 CFbIY 40,557 19081.66 C.wy1168 1,275.12 _____193.26- 1386
TX ROANOK PA NFWCUM4 1155S8523 158101952 CEWY 055 112G-_T366
TX ROANOK PA NFAdCUM T1558326 151801952 CFWY 40.557 1,081.86 CFbIYtL68 1,275.12 19 3. 2 f- 1386
T% R!)A%4OKM4EWLUM T 558jý X092 CdY4,5 1,081.86 CFWY1168 1,275.12 193.26- 13866
TX ROANOK PA NEWEUM 1I1570870 ISXV01952 CFWY to 76 1,OUI.e6CFMIM[6T -275.1z- q"6 1
TX ROANOK PA NEWCUM4 T1558322 1SXX01952 CFWV 4)0557 1,081. ft CFWY1166 1,275.12 193.26- 1386
TA ROANQKPA NE WS AT1 515404 151801952 CFWY 41.786 1,081.86 CFWiY1168 1,275.12 1,93.26- 1386
TIC ROANOK PA NEWCU1M T1558325 SXXOt952U CMII
1' 10ANOK PA NEWCUM T1558400 1SXX019`52 CMIv 41,7til t,081.86 CFWYtI68 1,275.12 193.26- 1386
TIC AOANIX _PA NEWCUM 11858534 tSXK(OI95Z CMXV 40,557 1,081.86 CFWYtt6@ 1,275.12 193.26- 1.3%6

* TX RtOANORPA ii09T 4 7~tS 8t~l6- ,T 5t T .E T

- rD Cý51` SAVINGS 14 "'Ir TGUýt<. vT~r %.r cyr '45XPTI ,,ori,Y1, X - ~ ~ T

C-5
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.VI

GtP DETAIL LtSTING OF N~EGATIVE SAV14GS ARCS DATE 86050 1429 P.

21lOIN OESTINA&TIrN 5813 MO ' . OR60i CARRIER - wEIGHT- CHARGES TARIFF AUtH GTP COST!- FRN~ [

-rANOK PA 14EWCUPO _T15A398_ 15XX01952 __ CFWY _-41,786 _ 1,081.86_ CFwyIII8 1,275.12 t__ 93.26- 138,
-JANOI( PA NfWCJM TtSS8395 ISXX01952 CFWY 41,Tg86 1,0951.86 CFwYlti --a I,2?5.1z--11.
-) JflANOK PA '4EWCUM T1558316 ISXX019q9 CFwY 40,55? 1,081.86 CFWY1168 1,275.12 193.26- 138,
103fANCK PA NEWCUP4 Tt558392 ISXX0195-32 CFWY 41,786 1,081.86 CFWY1168Oi,275.Li 193.26- 138
e RCA NCK PA NEWCUM Tt1558R31 S tXX014q52 CFWV 40 , 557 1081.86 CF WY It68 i .2 7s- it 9. 6-
'vQ(ANOK PA NFWCUM T1570905 ISXXV0195 CFWY 41,786 1#081.86 CFWY1168 1,275.12 193.26- 13&

4A IA'K Tt55A3Qj_ I SX 3OI 1SLX .95 WY 41, 786 toO1.56 _CFWYII68 1,7.2193?2t: 138
J:IANOK DA NEWCUM 7t1558193 159E01952 CFWY 41,7iC -1.081i.86 -CFAiiYIt68 1Y.27A5.12f 193.26- 138
ICAMCK PA 'JE.CU M TI',?OqOR ISXXV0195 CFWY 41,786 1,081.896 CFWY1168 1,275.12 193.26- 138
ctCANO'K PA N4E9'CU' -It'S79019 ISXXVolqs _CEFdY 4LI786 1,081.86 CFWVt168 --- 1,275.12 193.26- 138

= . CANON PA NFWCUM T1570410 ISXVOti9SZ CFWi 41,786- F,051.Ab CFWYII6A 1,275.12 93-6--3
4 OAN0K PA P4EWCUM t15?0911 ISXXV0195 CFWY 41,786 1,081.86 CFWYI16S 1#275.t2 191.26- 138
13i2NOIi; PA NFWCkIPI. TI570912 LSXXVOI95 CFWY 41,7!6 1,081.p6 CFWYI168 1,275.12 193.26- 138
I MANCK PA 'JTWCJN Tt570q413 IS1V0952- CF~iY 41,1f86- 1,08 1.686 CFWYII66 1, 2 5. 59.2 1!

I 0ANCK PA NEWCUN 71570914 tSX~V01945 CFWV 41,786 1,303.72 CF iYl t68 1,275.12 28.60 138
94401LOE PA N EK1C1 M T15309i15-SXKYQ195.. .CFWY - - 41086* 1-- ,303.7Z CI:WYII68 .. 1,751

AJANOK PA 4EWCUM 7150916 1SXV01952 CFWY 41,786 1,303.72 CFWY1168 1,275.12 28.60 138
ýn~EANOK PA NF.WCU1M 71570917 1SXXV0195 CFWY 41,786 1,303.72 CFWY1168 1,275.12 28.60 138
ROANO,( PA NEWCIfl4I15583Z3 LjXX01952 CFbiY 40955e 1.081.86 CF-MY168 1,275.12 ____ 193.26- 138

y r9A46K PA NE4dCUf4 -- 1558321 t S'(X0195ý 2 C F WY _ - 40 ST - 1,08C. t6 CFW~i16S 81,275.-IT T4L26P flI
Ix ACANGK PA NEWCUM 71558320 ISXX01952 CFWY 40,557 1,081.86 CF~fYtt68 1,275.12 193.26- 138

r3 1414K PA N4EWCUMN 71558319 - 5XX01952 -CFWY 40,35?7 1-,01-.6 CFWY1I68S , 1,275.12 ____ 193.26- 131
fv 0OANOK PA 4FWCUM4 7155631 8 ISXX01952 CFWY 40,557 1,081.86 CFWY1166 I.27C. 12 - 191. 2wmo 1j

-v ROANO1( PA NEWCU14 71558317 ISXX01952 CFWY 40,557 1,081.86 CFVlII6S 1,275.12 193.26- L13
( 8'At4K PA NEWCqMTS82 ISXX01952 CFWY 40,55? 1,081.86 CFWY1160 1,27S.12 M.___ 1326- 131

ri 7flA9IK PA NEdCUP4 71558526 1SXX01952 CFWY 40,557 19081.986 CF WYL168- ff.I 143.26- Il
rx RCANOK PA NEWCUP4 71558527 1'KX0t952 CFWY 40,557 1,081.86 CF,4V1168 1,275.12 193.26- 138

R NIA'CI( PA ýNEWCUM 71558530 ISXX01952 CFWY 40955? 10 081.5F6 CEWYtIIA 1,275.12 L___ 93.26- 138
.1 QflANOK PA NEWCUN T1558529 15XX01952 CFWV 40,55? to8.6~W16 ,251 ~ TWTI

RY IANOK PA NEdiCUM 11558525 ISXX01952 CFWY 40,557 1,081. 86 CFWYI168 1,275.12 193.26- 13f
* onANO0K PA 'IEWCUM__YS~i55241SXX0195-2CFWV - ý40,55? 1,081.86 CFWV116S 1,275.12 193.26- 138

IX qOANOK PA NEWCUM T15,58386 ISXX01952 CFWY 01,161 1,664.86 CFWYtl6gF- L.9.l7 @L 131
'y ; OANOg1 PA NEWCUM 715S58403 ISXX01952 CFWV 41,786 1,081.06 CFWV1I68 1,275.12 193.26- 313

Vy 4ANO11 PA_ NEWCUN Tjj58390 [SXX01952 CFWY 41,786 1,084.86 CFWYII6$ 1,275.12 ____190.26- 131
'5qaANOK PA NEWCU14 71558389 SX15 FY4,jk0 .O C WV 6V ,2 .[1Y IT3

r(1 qOANOK PA NEWCUM T1558402 ISXX01952 CFWY 41,786 1,081.86 CFWY1166 1,275.12 193.26- 131
r( AflANOK_PA NEWCUM__11558391 ISXXOl9S2 CFWY 41,786 1,081.86 CFWV1168 1,275.12 193.24- 131

;EROANOK PA NEUCUM S?278554 ISXV01952 MFY 4F.766 lTbt[7 CMYTi E251
't Q')AN4K PA NFNCUN 7155853? ISX1019S2 CFWY 40,55? 1,081.86 CFWY116S 1,275.12 193.26- 131
TX ROANOK PA NE4CyA_ I155853l 1SXX01952 CFW! 40,155 1,081.86 CFWY116S 1,275.12 193.26- 131

Tv2 ANOK PA NEWCUN 1%558538 ISXX019t52 ST 5IY1 of17ICF 1168 1 M. z 193. GzPl31
r( itflANOK PA OEWCUM T1556539 1SXX01952 CFVY 40059? 1,081.St CFWytI6$ 1,275.12 193.26- 131
riy kqg~40K PA NgWCUM U558540IXX01952 CFWf 401 55? 1.........1  CFWh1. 68_FW 1 2j75.12 193.26- 131

tY xq(ANOK PA NEWCUPI 71570906 ISXXV0195 CFWY 41,784 1 ,0o01.866 CiiY116 1,27.1219.-13
t I RUAI8OK PA NEWCUM TISLO9OS ISXXVOI99 CFWY 41,706 1,081.86 CFWYII68 1,275.12 193.26- 131

Tj POANUK 00k NENCUM 11570879 ISXV01952 CPWY 417186 1,081.86 CFWY1168 1,275.12 193.26- 131
IX ROANCK Ph NEWCUM 71570876 1SXV01952 CFWY 41,786 t.081.86 CFWY1169 1,275.12 -193.76- 131

If OANOK PA NEWCGUN 7i-166i7TT-Silf 5 crwY- - r--41 e-F~nEr~ 751T13 E3

!' COST SAVINGS. ONL0NL.TRIUAL -W.EIlial PLOEXMUL M-50409.M8. ARF-StSP-ECI Of- "UMTPLE TRUCKLOAVS#..-.
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GIP DETAIL LISTING OF NEGATIVE SIVINGS ARCS 
DAyE 66050 1429 PAGE

1,;IN OEST [NAT ICiG51- NO RT. ORCER CARR IElf WEIGHTý CHARGES TARIFF AUtH GTO ClSr- ---DlFFE*ENCFrwrLES

JIA4CK P& NFWCUM4--Tt5?O6?
6  tSXV01952___ CFWY__ 41,4t786 1,081.86__CFWYII68___ L,275.12 t93. 26- 1306

4"A'4OK PA NEWCU14 T1 -;S Fl;, 1 SXX01952 CFWi 46,50? 1,081.86 'CFWY 11668 1 75 y-Iq3. 1

:k 'A'40K~ PA 14FWCUM TI-;5 85 16 ISXYOIQV; CFWY 40,557 1,081.86 CFWY1166 1,275.12 193.26- 1386

7 0ANCK PA NEWCOM T 1;5 853 I'SYXO1 952 CF W 4.0,55? --- ,081.86 CFWYLIi8S 1,215.12 193.26- .1386

RIANOK PA INF 4 CU _M *1100975- ISXV01 52 - CFWY- - - 4-1,786 1.081 M 6 CF4Ytt64" 1,275.12 i .2f6- OR

PIJANOK PA NEWCUM Tt 5?O874 ISXV01952 CFWY 4176 I018 CFWCY1166 1,275.12 193.26- 1384

14 9ANm_ PAL NENCUM T1570-873 1SXV(OSQ52 CW4176 
Iqtb CFWY16 '.1,.1 7326866

xQ(',ANOK PA NFWCkUN -T80OR72 1 SXV01952ý-j CFi4Y - 41,-7 86 1 ,0n81 . 86 'CF 4 * 16 68- I , 2 ? 5 14r015.26 T0

-( qANOK PA NEWCUM 11870871 1S XV r19 S2 CF4Y 41,786 1,081.86 CFWV1168 1,275.12 193.26- 1366

ý 'ANGK PAý *ISWCU 1 T157OR69 ISXVOL9S? CPFdY 41,786 1,081.86 CFWYt166 1_ 1,215.1 193.26- 1386

qoANGK PA %.EWC 61 Tt57086h 1S x V o 19s82- -CF~ '. i - 1,786-- 1,091.86- CFWY1168 - ,7.?11T 24-:-1386

11 AN OK PA 4E4CUM T 15 TO 67 T SXV01952 CFWY 41,786 1,081.86 CFW4V1168 1,275.12 193.26- 1386

)) TOTALS 
, 4,4~2. 02------- 3,9.21,6.

.1'A- -,N2E 4C U'5 Sb 21368 S- LVYX3ZQ91_ _ CF 4y. 32,659 1,11A.
5 2. CFW~Y1169.. 1t330.32 _ _211.80- 1446

'( ACO PA NFbdCUM S6213681 tV~x92091 CFWY 32,650-- 1,118.52 CFWYIt68 1,330.32 ilU. 86- 1 44AA

4Y~ACO PA NEWCU0M S&213686 1VXX92091 CFWdY 33,079 1,118.52 CFWY1168 1,330.32 211.60- 1444

(4AC0...PA '4EWCU1M S6?I3876 IVXX92O9I CFWY 35,576 10118.52 CFWYL168 1.330.32 ____211.80- 1446

W,%CO- PAi'%FnCUjK $6213~685 ItVKx9yO9IFcWY - -A-43668 '- 1,118 t2--CFWdYIl68 -TTr.310.32

WACn PA %EwCU" $7278749 1VX181313 CF.EY ?22,797 939.24 CFWY0936 1:310.32 391.08- 1446

.4 ACO PA NEWCU-M 57278918 IVXX84597 CFWY 30,488 1,120.08 CFWY0936 1,330.32 210.24- 1446

TX W 4Cd PA NFWCUM $7278917i -IViijf- FQ- 12,25 
-6 CFi710__I-lo 3 .2iW--lW~4

1( WdACO PA NEWCUM $7278919 IVXX64597 CFWY 31,552 1,120.08 CFWYOq36 1,330.32 202-14

TV .dACO_ PA NEWCUM__$7778915 IVXXII459? CFWY 30,250 1,12o0.0 CFWV0936 1,330.32 21.0.24- 1446

rT W~ACO P-A ý'EWCUM $727t916 1Vý859 CW30250-- 1,LZO0Oki_8CFWV09f 
36I.3

l d ACO PA NEUCUM4 71534389 1YXX&0211 CFWY 4.1,241 1,118.52 CFWY1168 1,330.32 211.90- 1444

TX AACrO PA Nr-WC!U_ T11-34391 -VXX60211 CFWY 41,241. - ,118.52_ CFWT1165 1,330.12 211.60- 1446

,x WACO PA NEWCU14 11,34390 fVXX60271t-- CFI4Y41,2

tX WACO PA NEWCU14 T1534392 IVXX60271 CFWY 41,241 t,8.2CWI8 t#332t.0-14

575 5 TO TAL S )»58.84 
1,0.Ti,4~r3384

TP C01SISAVINGS Cu. ONE-TRuCl(. WEI GHTS I N EXCES.S OF 50,000O LBS ARE SUSPECT OF WU.T I PLE TRUjCKIQAOS.~
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GTP DETA IL LISTING OF 4FGATIVF S54V1GS 4;CS DATE 86050 1324 PAGf

Dg~I E$TtATIfnm 3flL Io Pi. jp,)Ei- 'CAtNIE I EEIHt CHARCES TAPIFF AUTWU OFP CO%Y' '_dIFFE*ENCE--p(l~t

-, I itU)C PA NEiEC'jm. 57279')13_ 1V17!7875 'EAJ 19,840 9414.0& "C*J0097 966.00 13.06 U250
tLIIPOC PA ME.tUR 57270557 IVX17736f? 8'A~~*1.7 92.904A09 .0 i P~15

_36 4 .._ 1866 1,932.00 55.14-

rd!TPP0 PA 4EWiCUq ST :15 179 5VX1748?S sJep 17,600 1,714.02 RJEP0054 2,033.20 319.18- 221.0

A' P"4;FN[ PA NFWCUM S?2831682 SVXX'20?t CFAR ____ 4,356 _ 2,0114.00 CFAR0002 2,0'-4o24 40.24- 22?2
1 Pf, 41~ *A NEWCUWST $2832.90" 4vX20000- I F'Y' - 100.099 Z 2,200. 50- 1'4F10* bf( 0244 o741t56; 2c 7222Z

7-0 '141 PA NEWCUR S7283288 SVXX20000 ItNFY 19 to" 2,200.50 1'4FYO'362 Z,044.24 156.24 2222
1140E41 PA 4EWCU9M 5 729 36606.5VX 1)4 4N5....DY t 15,r75 0 - #,3.177, 69.,ýC E T 8 100 - A0 *q4 4 *444__Z.86- 2222
14CEN PA IEWCUM 57263579 SVX1102975 CFAR 15.750 2,046.00) CFAM0002 2,044.24,S
V' n 1WN i, A NFWCUpl $7283390 iVXXtqooG 4CET t9,099 2,040.14 RCEfTlO Z9044.24 4.10- 2222

I PHOENI PA NEWCUP S7263711 SV1X19367 CFAR t4#325 ____ 668o92 CFAROOOZ 2,044.24 .65.32- 2222
it PHCE'wI PA 4EilCU"-57783031- .vi 8 i I 0 Y f 0 4 1711.25- N0WY2096-- 7v044;24-- -O ;W9 ,22r_
,.! 2HOINI PA ITFiCUj S7?24504 SVX110203 RCUN IS,75 1#929.38 7CONt?44 2,044.24 114.86- 2222
A! PHOENI.PA %4ElCUM 57263080 SVXXI4675 NFlL 19,099 1,775o20 14FL0762 2,0144.24 269.04- 2222
it PHOEPEI P4 WEWCUW 52858 5?IZ~rCtSI5752.410 CFrAt008i2,044;z'3; -Izr

~'P-ME94I PA 'EWCUM 57264011 SVNX07491 ROWY 15,7s0 1,777.60 ft0WT2096 2,044.24 2"4.64- 2222
*u93 sNOEN PBq NECN_?50jVK4to0 R0Y __ 9#099 2,050.00 4R)WY2096 2,044.24 5.76 Z222

.1 P401F.3 PA 4IWCU4 S7283269 54i 20660 INF

QrAL__ 2?223 -41.124 27O7L.j109_ 28,619.36 1,502.2?-

'f cUPE PA PPEWCUR 54215387 5VxY0St40 CFWY 11,9400 1,150.26 CFW1113@ 2,035.04 064.70- 221.2
f VF14E PA NEXtCUM 54216334 5VXX3175? INLIT 14,304 1,570.70 MUFO?42 2,035.04 464.36- 2212.
r EwPE 'ANhEwCUW-fU 6- 5viC I-M-4-otf~ bilT f;?5 r 85 Y ftDW1Y2091Z)5_V- ------3 Mr. 1F l2T

VýT0A ____ 41,954 4,577.89 4,105.12 19527.21-

'4 4ACOWE PA PENCUlf 57279P546 t1Y88609I MCON 12,000 $04.00 T.0011340 1,021.12 213.1t2- 1111

TOA$ 34) owo 104. 00 -TAMIT~Z Z,

fi l qkevMSdU 45 IM totil 40.2 11;L FOSSO 1.27t.44 ?s* l.- 1382

STOTAL$S03) 10,370 413324 1,271.44 If$*.20-

TV usygifPA loodCUm 57231298s laviuif 76wi -157ir~~i6 iV 4S 1

"o "clsy 1AV94Wo ONl 3RI V@'JCqo WEIGHTS lot MNISS OP 93,000 L61 AlIC SUSPECT OP MPAIPLI .tlVCNLft4QS..

C-6



GTP DETAIL L'STIN46 OF NEGATIVE SAVINGS ARCS DATE 86050 1324 PAG'.

1 .280.6'. 17.1

It R.IAMOS1 PA NEWiCU54 S621'5?5 IVXX925S? CFWdY 17#206 1,026.00 CFWY1169 1,275.12 249.12- 13"

3))1 CAAL Ti.2o-.

TV W4ACO _PA NElCu"._SS213SM9... Ivl'2qz ___l CP~: __ 13,461 ___625.16 crwyII66 ,3 30.32 505. L6- 1446
PC 10ACC PA P4EWCUN S621387? IVXXq2091 CFWV 1i~r L. o46. o6' C FW Y I. 6 6S L,3032- -- 284. Sf--1:446
IV .if O 41o A N4FWCUM TM15491 IVXX60271 CFWY 17,616 1,046.00 CFWY1168 1,030.32 264.32- 14'.6

.PIyP (051 5*VIFS ONt 0T TRUCK& WE1kq I tilECESS Of-~.5300 LIS AR.k-I.SUPZIT (IF-IJLTILELL CUDQ-.
C-9


